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Commentaries on Prospects for CFE Talks 


Pact Troop Cuts Create ‘New Situation’ 
HK0303 103289 Beijing RENMIN RIBAO in Chinese 
3 Mar 89 p 3 


[“International Outlook” column by Fang Rongxuan 
(2455 2837 5503): “The New Sit “ation Regarding Euro- 
pean Disarmament Talks”] 


[Text] The European talks on conventional disarmament 
will resume in the near future. People now wait to see .f 
the longstanding deadlock will be broken this time. 


The upcoming talks are noteworthy because of some new 
conditions, such as the unilateral disarmament actions of 
the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. The Soviet Union 
has announced that it will reduce its troops stationed on 
its own territory and in East European countries by 
500,000 in the next 2 years, and will withdraw some 
weapons and military equipment from Eastern Europe. 
Along with the action taken by the Soviet Union, various 
East European countries have also successively 
announced their own plans to reduce their conventional 
troops. So far, six of the seven Warsaw Pact countries, 
including the Soviet Union, have announced different 
degrees of unilateral disarmament. This attracted special 
attention from international opinion. 


According to the explanation of the Soviet Union and 
various East European countries, their decisions on 
unilateral disarmament served the purposes of first, 
readjusting their own military forces so as to make them 
“more defensive in nature” and second, “further 
advancing the detente process and promoting the suc- 
cessful holding of the talks on reducing armaments in 
Europe in March.” 


NATO countries have prudently welcomed the unilateral 
disarmament actions taken by the Soviet Union and 
various East European countries, but refused to take 
reciprocal action. NATO's explanation is that the mili- 
tary forces deployed in Europe by the Warsaw Pact 
exceeds NATO’s in quantity. It seems that NATO's 
reaction was rather passive. As many Western people 
pointed out, although the action taken by the Soviet 
Union and Eastern Europe will not thoroughly eliminate 
the imbalance in strength between the two major mili- 
tary blocs, it will still play a positive role in promoting 
the disarmament and detente process in Europe. 


Through painstaking bargaining at the Conference on 
Security and Cooperation in Europe in early January of 
this year, a compromise was reached on the target, form, 
and scope of the talks on conventional disarmament in 
Europe, and both sides agreed to maintain Europe's 
stability and security through realizing a low level of 
land-based conventional military force ensured by effec- 
tive and strict verification measures. Opinion is that this 
was a follow-up meeting that made the greatest progress 


CHINA i 


since the Helsinki Conference in 1975, and it terminated 
the sitvation in which no result had been achieved for 14 
years in the field of balanced disarmament in Central 


Europe. 


In view of the above background \nd especially the 
current detente tendency in the inter.ational situation, 
people again pin hopes on the coming talks on reducing 
conventional military forces in Europe. It is hoped that 
the talks will not be the continuation of “dialogue 
between the deaf” and will reach a disarmament agree- 
ment favorable to Europe's peace and stability. At the 
same time, people are also aware that it is hard for the 
two major military blocs in Europe to remove their 
mutual distrust caused by serious confrontation over the 
past decades, so the coming talks will be another round 
of hard bargaining. 


and Determination Decisive Factor’ 
OW0803020589 Beijing XINHUA in English 
0858 GMT 5 Mar 89 


(“News Analysis: Another Round of East-West Disarma- 
ment Bargaining (by Xiao Li)"—XINHUA headline] 


[Text] Vienna, March 4 (XINHUA)—Eastern and West- 
ern negotiators are gathering in Vienna to attend a new 
round of disarmament talks, due to begin Monday, 
aimed at establishing a lower-level balance of conven- 
tional forces in Europe. 


The talks between the major opposing military blocs— 
NATO and the Warsaw Pact—is widely predicted to be 
a “protracted and complex” one, but with constructive 
progress. 


Thirty-five foreign ministers from the member countries 
of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe—the United States, Canada, and all European 
countries except Albania—will be in Vienna for a 3-day 
opening ceremony. This event is described as a “display 
of goodwill” by both sides. 


The talks, the first in post-war time that cover conven- 
tional forces deployed in every pari of Europe, will focus 
on a lower level of conventional arsenals in a bid to 
diminish both sides’ capabilities to launch surprise 
attacks and large-scale offensives. 


The arms category to be bargained on covers ali conven- 
tional arms and forces, including conventional parts of 
(nuclear and conventional) dual-purpose systems, that 
are deployed in the vast area stretching from the Atlantic 
to the Urals. The talks will not involve naval facilities 
and chemical and nuclear weapons. 


Military planners from the East and West are said to 
work out ceilings for some kind of arms and the way to 
use effective verifications to maintain a lower-level bal- 
ance if achieved. 
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It had proved to be a difficult job due to the dispute over 
the assertions of each other's forces deployed in Europe. 
Such disputes had stalemated the central European con- 
ventional disarmament talks for 15 years before it was 
enlarged to cover the weapons in the whole of Europe. 


NATO and Warsaw Pact announced their analyses on 
year respectively. NATO, claiming in its reports that the 
Warsaw Pact enjoys nearly 3:2 superiority in total troops 
in Europe and an absolute superiority in tanks, aircraft, 
and artillery over the West, iemanded the Warsaw Pact 
reduce by half of its conventional! forces. 


The Warsaw Pact, on the contrary, claimed that it has 
almost the same number of troops as NATO has in 
Europe while NATO has more naval forces. It demanded 
the West cut navai forces in Europe unilaterally. 


The dispute cased with the Vienna follow-up meeting, 
which concluded in mid-January of this year. Both sides 
have expressed willingaess to diminish the imbalance so 
as to establish confidence and create a good atmosphere 
for the talks. 


Stephen Ledogar, chief U.S. delegate in the coming 
negotiations, recently told the press here that NATO will 


quit the quarrels on the data and specifications of arms 
categories and strive at the coming round for the ceilings 
for some conventional arms. 


He revealed that the Western alliance might suggest in 


the talks that each side should deploy in Europe no more 
than 20,000 tanks, 27,500 armored vehicles and 16,500 


ym 


But, on the other hand, they could not hope that the 
confrontation that has lasted for over 40 years could be 
solved in | day or in | round of talks. 


Beside the considerable differences of stances of the two 
sides on conventional disarmament, they have also prob- 
lems within their own blocs, which would affect the 
progress of the current talks. 


NATO members are still arguing whether they should 
modernize their short-range nuclear missiles, a kind of 
weapon that could also be used conventionally, while the 
Eastern countries are facing unstable social problems in 
their multi-form reforms. 

Convntional disarmament also has its specia! difficul- 
ties, such as the wide range that should be covered, 
complex categories of weapons, and difficulties in veri- 
fication. Any one could bring a deadlock to the talks. 
Nevertheless, the decisive factor in the field is the 
sincerity and determination to reduce arms and seck a 
way to a safer world. That is the key for a successful 
round of conventional disarmament talks. 
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Warsaw Pact Disarmament Commission Meets in 


Preparations for CFE Talks Discussed 
LD0103170789 East Berlin ADN International Service 
in German 1617 GMT 1 Mar 89 


[Text] Bucharest (ADN)—The fifth session of the special 
commission of the Warsaw Pact member states on 
disarmament questions at the deputy foreign ministerial 
level took place in Bucharest on Tuesday and Wednes- 
day. The delegations included responsible representa- 
tives of the allied states’ foreign ministries and defense 
At the meeting, questions concerning the preparation of 
the negotiations starting in Vienna on reducing conven- 
tional armed forces and on confidence- and security- 
building measures were discussed. The problem of tacti- 
cal nuclear weapons in Europe was also discussed. 


The meeting proceeded in a businesslike and comradely 
atmosphere, in a spirit of mutual understanding and 
constructive cooperation. 
The delegation leaders were received by Romanian Fc r- 
eign Minister loar. Totu. 


F Minister Oancea 
Deputy Foreign Represents 


AU0103191189 Bucharest AGERPRES in English 
1851 GMT | Mar 89 


[Text] Bucharest, AGERPRES, 01/03/1989—On 28 
February-! March, 1989, Bucharest was the venue of the 
ee ee ee 

Isswes of the Warsaw Treaty Participant States, at the 
level of deputy foreign ministers. The delegations 
included senior staff of the ministries of foreign affairs 
and the ministries of defence of the participant coun- 


EAST EUROPE 3 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Conclusion of MBFR Viewed 
AU0602132089 Prague RUDE PRAVO in Czech 
3 Feb 89p7 


[{CTK report from Vienna: “Conclusion to the Vienna 
Negotiations After 15 Years”] 


[Text] Vienna —Following |5 years without agreement 


forum scrutinizing a series of problems connected with 
the attempt to strengthen security and stability in 
Europe. It proved that the extent of the common ground 


sisi of aationdl Gohesn, lemsd on entus on Gn 
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During the entire period from February 1948 the Com- 
munist Party has strived to ensure the defense of the 


NATO Stance for CFE Talks Criticized 
LD0503225889 Prague CTK in English 
1826 GMT 5 Mar 89 


[By Jaroslav Prusek] 


[Text] Brussels March 5 (CTK)—Talks on conventional 
disarmament in Europe opening in Vienna tomorrow 
will require 2 lot of good will of both sides. 


Atlantic to the Urals. The roads to attain this goal differ 
in many aspects and considerable effort will be needed to 
bring them closer and adopt concrete measures. 


NATO is coming to Vienna with a program indicated in 
a statement on arms control in the conventional sphere 
from the December session of the NATO Council in 
Brussels. Its main aim is reduction of the number of 
weapons in which the Warsaw Treaty has, according to 
NATO, superiority over NATO, i.e. tanks, guns and 
armoured vehicles. On the other hand, NATO refuses to 
include in the first stage of the Vienna talks aircraft and 
navy in which it has considerable superiority over the 
Warsaw Treaty, claiming that these types of weapons are 
so mobiie that it will be very difficult to set effective 
regulations for the verification of their numbers. 
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As for the parallel forum of the 35 participants in the 
talks on measures to confidence and security 
in Europe, the NATO member states approach it with a 
joint aad at first sight a very realistic program. Firstly 
they want to seek an agreement on greater openness in 
the exchange of information on ar sed forces and arma- 
ment, their deployment and plans for introduction of 
new arms systems. 


ae | they want to — 9 the conclusion of the 
Stockholm cunference and demand notification of 

smaller military exercises before their start, invitation of 

observers and creation of better conditions for them. 


The third set of proposals concerns better mutual con- 
tacts. NATO wants to seek organization of joint semi- 
nafs on military conceptions of the two sides, creation of 


These stands are essentially identical with the views of 
the socialist countries on steps to be taken in the 

ing of confidence and security in Europe. 
NATO official representatives proclaim their readiness 
to deepen mutual understanding and strengthen security 
on the European Continent. However, these words must 
be supported by a realistic approach to the talks on 
reducing the armed forces and ar:aament with the aim to 
ensure step by step corniplete disarmament. 


F » Simister Johanes Departs for CFE, 
, Talks ‘n Vienna 

LDOS63180789 Prague C ‘K in English 

1612 GMT 5 Mar 89 


[Text] Prague March 5 (CTK)—Czechoslovak Foreign 
Minister Jaromir Johanes left here for Vienna today. 


In the Austrian capital he will attend the opening of talks 
of 23 Warsaw Treaty and NATO states on conventional 
armed forces in Europe and talks of 35 states participat- 
ing in the Conference on Security and Cooperation in 
Europe on measures to strengthen confidence and secu- 
rity on the continent. 

The openins of the talks will take place at the level of 
foreign ministers of the Helsinki Final Act signatories. 


GERMAN DEMOCRATIC RUrUBLIC 


Editorial on Baker's NA1O Tour To Urge SNF 


Modernization 
AU1702165 189 East Berlin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 16 Feb 89 p 2 


{Editorial by “W.M.”: “My Shirt is Close, But My Skin 
is Closer”’] 
[Text] The new U.S. secretary of state, James Baker, 
established 


contacts with the U.S. alles by touring tae 
capitals of the West European NATO 
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foreign and security policy position before May. So, even 
though it has not been decided what priorities the new U_S. 
Administration will set, and even though Baker himself, 
concerning the purpose of his trip, said that he intends to 
ask the allies’ advice and opinion, he obviously adopted a 
different position during the talks. 


Al any rate, according to reports from Oslo and Copenha- 
gen, where the visitor paid lightning visits, Baker emphati- 
cally stressea the necessity of “modernization” of the short- 
range missiles deployed in West Europe. However, the 
governments of these countries, in agreement with their 
citizens, reportedly said that they are opposed to this. The 
Danish Government reportedly recommended to the new 
U.S. Secretary of State not to play up this issue, which is a 
controversial one in the alliance. 


However, Baker did just that on the next leg of his trip— 
in Bonn. Even though of-cial statements said that there 
was agreement between both sides that NATO should 
submit an overall disarmament and arms control con- 
cept at its summit meeting this spring, this agreement 
cannot have been worth a lot. Shortly before the visitor 
from ‘* « -ngton arrived, an official statement said that 
the Feuc. «{ Government would not make its basic deci- 
sion on the “modernization” of the Lance 
missiles before 1991-92, because only then vould a “real 
decision” be necessary. Of course, nobod’ can fail to see 
that the date mentioned is after the next Bundestag 
elections ... which the citizens, two-thirds of which are 
opposed to nuclear missiles, will decide on a new federal 
government. According to DIE WELT, this position has 
really made the visitor from the United States “feel 
insecure.” He made the experience that, even for best 
friends, one’s shirt is close, but one’s skin is closer. 


Back in Washington, Baker hopefully will report in detail 
on the results of his exploratory talks, which hopefully 
will be properly reflected in the definition of the U.S. 
foreign and security policy position. The European peo- 
ples—in the East and in the West of the continent—do 
not want another arms race or a “modernization” of 
means of mass destruction. The overwhelming majority 
of them do not want to have nuc'ear weapons at all. The 
sense of achievement that Baker had in Turkey cannot 
delude anybody. The Turkish Government supported 
his urge for “modernization.” 


Commentary Criticizes U.S. Space Weapons 
Program 


AU2302152089 East Berlin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 17 Feb 89 p 2 


[“ng” commentary: “Has SDI Been Abandoned?”] 


[Text] Readers are asking whether the SDI program has 
now been abandoned. Of course not. In his first speech to 
Congress, U.S. President George Bush stated: “I will 
continue to pursue SDI.” In the same speech, he 
announced that he will “carefully” reconsider the foreign 
and security policy of his country. 
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In other words: The reconsideration, which will probably 
be concluded at the beginning of May, is to bring final 
clarification as to the extent to which Washington will 
proceed with plans to militarize space. Then we will 
learn when and how negotiations on the 50-percent 
reducnon of U.S. and Soviet strategic nuclear potentials, 
with strict adherence to the ABM Treaty, will be contin- 
ued. According to origina! plans, another round was to 
have started in Geneva on 15 February. 


As the WALL STREET JOURNAL reporied recenily, 
Reagan's dream about a “star wars” system, which 
would make the United States invulnerable to intercon- 
tinental nuclear missiles, has meanwhile been aban- 
doned as “unrealistic.” During the past 6 years, $15 
billion were wasted on this project. It has mainly been 
supported by enterprises that specialize in space technol- 
ogy an: electronics companies, scientific institutions, 
and po) t:cians, military experts, and mass media that 
are affiliatid with these firms. 


This “space mafia” is exerting twofold pressure on the 
administration. On the one hand, it wants to test the 
newly developed exotic weapons directly in space, which 
is a clear violation of the ABM Treaty concluded with 
the USSR in 1972. On the other hand, with such spec- 
tacular tests it hopes to increase the administration's 
willingness to provide further enormous sums for the 
project. In addition to that, it continues to stick to its 
course aimed at the quickest possible deployment of a 
space-based, “imperfect” antiballistic missile system. 
Planning experts in the Pentagon expect the first stage to 
be completed in the middle of the nineties, which would 
include about 150 killer satellites and 3,000 interceptor 
missiles. Estimated costs: $63 billion. 


Washington is still far from abandoning the dangerous 
project aimed at extending the arms race to space. The 
Bush administration must now decide whether a cur- 
tailed program justifies continued enormous invest- 
ments in the “star wars” program, the chairman of the 
U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, Admiral Crowe, pointed out. 


Editorial Criticizes FRG Defense Minister on 
CFE Stance 

AU2402200489 East Berlin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 22 Feb 89 p 2 


[Editorial by “Hue”: “Criteria of Comparison” ] 


[Text] Figures concerning the comparison of forces 
between NATO and the Warsaw Pact have been on the 
table for 3 weeks. The statement of the Defense Ministers 
Committee of the socialist military coalition, which now 
is an official UN document, is known to show an approx- 
imate parity regarding the ratio of arms and forces in 
Europe. Nothing is left of the West's much-cited story 
about the Warsaw Pact's excessive superiority. 
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FRG Defense Minister Scholz, who has used this thesis 

ad nauseam, now claims that the point is “not just the 

problem of directly effective tanks against tanks, aircraft 
against aircraft, but the point is qualities.” 


Well, let us consider the quality: The quality of the threat 
consists for the Warsaw Pact states in NATO's capacity 
to launch a conventional and nuclear surprise attack by 
its armored infantry, its offensive air forces in which 
NATO is superior, and its strong naval formations in the 
Mediterranean and in the North Atlantic. That has been 
rehearsed for years particularly in the “Autumn Forge” 
large-scale maneuvers, as well as in the Europe-wide 

secret “Wintex-Cimex” command post exercises that 
a in 3 days. In addition, aircraft carriers in the 
Mediterranean or missile-equipped cruisers in the Atlan- 
tic have weapons systems the purpose of which is not 
only the declared protection of supply lines. 


A qualitative threat also emanates from the practice of 
permanent and unrestricted low-altitude flights which 
only make sense if their purpose is practicing an atiack 
against the socialist states, as well as, of course, from the 
insistence on nuclear weapons, which has been corrobo- 
rated in recent days. It is very unlikely that they will be 
used on NATO"s own territory. 


We do not hear NATO circles considering cuts in these 
qualities of NATO, comparable, for example, to a strict 
orientaticn toward defense structures according to the 
Warsaw Pact model. On the contrary: Plans are being 
pursued to modernize all types of offensive and first- 
strike weapon i, be it new KOLAS [complementary air 
defense system] missiles or multiple launch rocket sys- 
tems which can also he equipped with nuclear warheads, 
both with ranges of ‘ess than 500 kilometers. 


To justify this, Scholz again resorts ‘o untruthful state- 
ments: He said that the Soviet Union's military doctrine 
which “requires such a degree of military strength that 
one must always be capable to totally defeat the enemy 
on his own territory,” must be overcome. 


A defense minister should be expected to have expertise 
a8 a Minimum prerequisite for his office. Almost 2 years 
ago, the Warsaw Pact’s military doctrine was formu- 
lated. It demands the jrc~ention of war as its objective. 
It demands that the Warsaw Pact states never and under 
no circumstances start military acts against a given 
country or an alliance of countries, and that they never 
be the first to use nuclear weapons. Defense is a princi- 
ple. Weapons systems and structures must suffice to 

prevent a surprise attack and even make every attack 
Ropetess. i wil be orpaniaed im a way thet any aggressor 
who were to succeed in entering our territory will be 
totally defeated. 


However, Mr Scholz obviously cannot get along without 
imputations, so as to preserve enemy images in the FRG, 
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NATO Command Exercise, New FRG Wartime 
Recruitment Law Assailed 


‘Annual Saber Rattling’ 
AU0203 165289 East Berlin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 28 Feb 89 p 2 


[“He.” article: “War Plans and Unemployment™’! 


[Text] In the framework of the command post exercise 
“Wintex-Cimex'89,” NATO is at present exercising the 
alliance’s ability to carry ou: a nuclear first strike at the 
countries of socialism. We pointed out the anachronistic 
nature of this annual saber rattling in the same column of 
this paper in yesterday's edition. In the meantime, a ncw 
aspect of militarization and war preparations in the FRG 
has become public. While Bonn's political leadership has 
established itself as “war cabinet” in its nuciear-blast- 
proof bunker in the Ahr Valley and is rehearsing the 
aggressive NATO scenario, FRANKFURTER RUNDS- 
CHAU reports that the FRG Government issued a 
decree on 25 January regulating “how in the case of war 
or crisis, workers, particularly unemployed people, have 
to be recruiced by force.” A spokesman of the FRG 
Labor Ministry said that this decree is an implementing 
regulation for the “Work Guarantee Law,” which was 
adopted in 1968 as part of the so-called emergency laws. 


One has to ask oneself whether those who initiated this 
new decree are still in their right mind. In 1989, a time in 
which all governments have been requested to further 
proceed along this road and make constructive contribu- 
tions toward peace, precisely at such a time people are 
picking up “laws” of state terrorism and of the prepara- 
tion of war that are a relic of the era of the Cold War. The 
military-bureaucratic machinery continues to work as if 
nothing had happened. 


Moreover, the project is utterly perfidious. Would not a 
crisis, a period of tension, including the case of war, be 
quite useful so that one could get rid of the problem of 
millions of unemployed? The necessary “stages” have 
been provided for: Initially, the labor exchange finds the 
unemployed j #s in “enterprises crucial in the case of 
war,” such as arms and supply industries, later there will 
simply be “enforced recruitment.” 


One cannot help recalling that once before a “gigantic 
program” was directly used for the prena- 


job-creation 
ration of a war of aggression that emanated from Ger- 


man soil. To abolish unemployment not on the road of 
social justice, but on the road of a militery arms race, 
which would result in a critical of the 
situation—is this what they want? Is the sad fate of the 
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for Total War’ 
AU0103 144989 East Beriin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German 27 Feb 89 p 2 


[“r.e.” article: “NATO Is Practicing the Total War”) 


[Text] Just xn time before the beginning of the Vienna 
disarmament talks, NATO is practicing total war. On 
Friday [24 February], "he command post exercise, “Win- 
tex-Cimex"89” began, which will last until 9 March and 
which tests the alliance’s ability to carry out a nuclear 
first strike against the countries of socialism. This exer- 
cise, which is being held for the 10th time, and in the 
course of which 25 nuclear strikes will be simulated, has 
among its goals the testing of the civil authorities con- 
cerning its functioning both in the case of war and in the 
case of tension, and to derive the corresponding mea- 
sures frora it. 


The peace movements in the NATO countries have 
called for actions against Wintex-Cimex. They describe 
the maneuver as anachronistic, especially in view of the 
current great opportunity to take important steps toward 
averting the danger of war involving the use of several 
types of weapons. Especially now, they say, a further 
militarization of the social life in the NATO states is 
particularly absurd. 


This is a view that is gaining more and more support. 
Greece and France do not ici in this NATO 
maneuver. Even in the FR‘S all Laender do not fully 
participate in it any more. in addition to Saarland and 
Bremen, Scaleswig-Holstein has now also 
declared that it “will not pursue any goals in the exercise, 
but will only react to requests by other authorities.” As 
has been learned from Bremen “those in charge of 
supplying information” are only sometimes available 
during office hours. 


Questions are likely to be raised from that bunker in the 
Ahr Valley, which has been described as nuciear-blast- 
proof and to which Bonn's political leadership retreats as 
the so-called practice cabinet, sometimes also referred to 
as war cabinet in order to rehearse the scenerio of a 
nuclear war—allegedly in the interest of the popula- 
tion—even including the safeguarding of the transport of 
the dead; in order to practice the emergency laws, which 
are a relic from the era of the cold war, and in order to 
prove the “necessity” for bringing the nuclear weapons 
tat are deployed in the FRG up to date, in other words, 
to “modernize” them. 


What is this militant attitude all about? The real danger, 
as has been proved by Winitex-Cimex, emanates from 
NATO itself, from its efforts to newly stimulate the arms 
race, from new arms projects such as the KOLAS mis- 
siles, the Fighter 90, and the “modernization™ of the 
“Lance” missiles. The actions against Wintex-Cimex by 
many citizens in some | 20 cities and communities show 
that more and more people have beceme aware of this. 
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Defense Minister Calls for ‘Positive Input from 
Both Sides’ on Disarmament 
LDv103002489 East Berlin ADN International Service 
in German 1820 GMT 28 Feb 89 


[Text] Berlin (ADN)}—The founding vow of the GDR 
and the guiding thought for the creation of the National 
People’s Army [NVA] was to do everything for the 


Defense Minister Army General Heinz Kessler, member 
of the SED Central Committee Politburo, reasseried 
today during a reception for military and defense 
attaches accredited to the GDR on the occasion of the 
33d NVA anniversary. 


The latest peace initiatives by the Soviet Union, the 
GDR, and the other socialist states were described by 
Heinz Kessler as important prior concessions for com- 
prehensive disarmament. The world public and the 
public of the GDR, too, expects similar signs of goodwill 
by NATO. “The process of disarmament and detente 
requires positive input from both sides if it is to be 


The minister gave an assurance that the NVA 1s deeply 
conscious of its particular responsibility for the mainte- 
nance of peace and international security in Europe. 
Pointing to the 40th anniversary of the founding of the 
GDR this year and the unleashing of two world wars— 
with fateful consequences for the peoples—75 and 50 
years ago, respectively, with their anniversaries falling in 
1989, Kessler stressed that since the smashing of fascism 
the firm will has been repeatedly announced that never 
again will war emanate from German soil. 


Chief of Staff: Cuts To Exclude ‘Far-Reaching 
Offensive , 

LD0103093589 East Berlin ADN International Service 
in German 0359 GMT i Mar 89 


[Excerpts] Berlin (ADN)—In 1956 an army was form-d 
with the founding of the National People’s Army [NV]. 
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toward reducing their military potentials,” he said. 








aim we have begun to reduce the number and scale of our 
troop exercises. In all these measures we take into 


account the fact thai NATO continues to cling to its 
aggressive concepts by constantly maintaining a high 
degree of defensive readiness.” [passage omitted] 


Chief .! - aff Streletz Interviewed on Troop Cuts, 
Defensive Doctrine 


Army Anniversary Interview 
AU0303 174389 East Berlin NEVES DEUTSCHLAND 
in German | Mar 89 p 3 
{Interview with Colonel General Fritz Streletz, “deputy 
defense minister, chief of the Main Staff of the National 
People’s Army, secretary of the National Defense 
cil, and member of the SED Central Committee,” by 


[Funke] Today, 33 years ago the National People’s Army 
[NVA] was founded. What was the assignment of the 
GDR Armed Forces when they were founded? 


[Streletz] On 18 January 1956, the GDR People’s Cham- 
ber pacsed the “Law on the Establishment of the NVA 


unilateral reductions of troops, weapons, and defe use 
budgets in full agreement with the principle 
sufficiency, which is set down in the joint 
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will reduce its personnel by 10,000 men by the end of 
1990, which corresponds to about 6 percent of its current 
personne! strength. 


an important contribution to the disarmament process. 
We hope that they will provide to other European states 
2 suggestion worth thinking about for their own steps to 


[Funke] When will the NVA start to put its unilateral 





JPRS-TAC-89-019 
14 March 1989 


[Streletz] As of May the 600 tanks of the NVA that will be 
cluminated will be used for other purposes in the national 
economy or will be scrapped. In brown coal open-pit 
mines, for instance, the chassis of the tanks could be used 
as traction mechanism, and track shifters or crane vehicies 
could be re-cquipped. As of the end of April 1989, we will 

start to disband the six tank regiments, anc ve 
will conclude this by the end of this year. Further details 
will be published when the occasion arses. 


[Funke] With the reductioa measures the GDR National 
Defense Council has also set down that the NVA will 


cient for defense actions but cannot be used for extensive 
attack operations. With the same goal we have also 
started to reduce the number and scope of our troop 
CXCTCISES. 
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In connection with all these measures we take ito 
consideration chat NATO contiawes to stick to its aggres- 
sive concepts without 2 change and we, therefore, con- 
unuously maintain a high degree of defense readiness. 


[Funke] The peace initiatives of the USSR, the GDR, 
and the other fraternal socialisi countnes have met with 
widespread agreement all over the world. Is i not now 
ume that the FRG also shows goodwill and lives up with 
concrete deeds to its special responsibility, in pa/cuiar 
at the sensitive dividing line between two social systems? 


[Streietz] I think that such steps wouid correspond to the 
needs of the time, because they would contribute to the 
reduction of military confrontation and thus would not 
impair the FRG's security but increase it. 


Concern About the Armament Course of the 
Bundeswehr 


Unfortunately, the present development is going in 
saother direction. I am Uanking, for instance, of the fact 
tha: the FRG is the first NATO state to fix the plans for 


its armed forces practically until the year 2000, that the 
ee OD eS © le 


cial ~isit to the FRG in 1987. 


The FRG Mast Finally Follow With Deeds 
It is high time that the ruling circles in the FRG turn with 


—for the establishment of a “chemical-weapon-free zone 
in Europe,” which should encompass the territones of 
the GDR, the CSSR. and the FRG and in which any 
deployment, production, and use of chemical weapons 

would be prohibited. 


as 
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—for the establishment of a “nuclear-free corridor in 
central Europe” of, at first, 150 km along the border 
line between the two alliance systems, which would 
SI ENS ae EE Oe SY ae 


5 ea eee “zone of trust and security 
in central Europe,” with which the military potentials 
capable of attack at the border line between the two 
military alliances could be shifted farther apart so as to 
reduce surprise attucks. 


The implementation of these and other steps would be 
an important contribution to consolidating mutual trust 
and peace. We proceed from the premise that especially 
the two German states should be interested—more than 
any other state—in gradually reducing confrontation in 
the heart of Europe. The words of the FRG Government 
to create peace with ever “ewer weapons must now 
finally be followed with deeds. 


Interview with Austrian Paper 
AU0703132189 Vienna VOLKSSTIMME 
in German 7 Mar 89 p 8 


{“Exclusive interview” with Colonel General Fritz Stre- 
letz, deputy defense minister and chief of the Main fiaff 
of the National People’s Army, by Erich Feichtinger in 
Berlin: “At the Border Line Between the Military Alli- 
ances”; date not given] 


[Text] 


[Feichtinger] Colonel General, prior to the Vienna nego- 
tiations on conventional armed forces in Europe, the 
GDR announced reductions of its Armed Forces. What 
is the political and military significance of these reduc- 
tions? 

[Streletz] As you know, the military confrontation of the 
opposing military alliances is particularly dangerous in 
Europe, where there are enormous arms arsenals. There- 
fore, in the interest of eliminating the danger of war and 
of consolidating peace, we are in favor of drastic reduc- 
tions of the Armed Forces and armaments. 


in order to continue this process without a break after 
the conclusion of the INF Treaty, the Warsaw Pact states 
have decided to considerably reduce their conventional 
Armed Forces unilaterally and independent of negotia- 
tions. 

[Feichtinger] This means a massive reduction of person- 
nel and of the arms arsenal of the National People’s 
Army [NVAj. 


[Streletz] Yes. At the decision of the GDR National 
Defense Council, the NVA will be reduced by 10,000 
men by the end of 1990; this is about 6 percent of its 
current strength and corresponds to more than, for 
example, .he current strength of the 16th Belgian Tank 
Infantry Division in the FRG. At the same time, six tank 
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regiments and one air squadron will be disbanded and 
600 tanks and 50 combat aircraft will be taken out of 
service. The expenditure for national defense will be 
reduced by 10 percent. 


[Feichtinger] If one reduces armaments, one might be 
SES Oly OG a 2 junk. What will really be 
reduced 


{[Streletz] The NVA is a relatively small army and, 
therefore, it cannot afford to have old technical equip- 
ment. We have relatively modern arms, and this is what 
we will reduce. The technical equipment which will be 
withdrawn will be taken out of the combat-ready units. 
Thus, when a tank regiment is disbanded the type of 
tanks which this regiment had will also be withdzawn. 
The tanks will either be reequipped for economic pur- 
poses or will be scrapped. 


[Feichtinger] In connection with the reduction measures 
it was also announced that the NVA will be given a 
strictly defensive character. What does this mean? 


[Streletz] In line with our joint defense doctrine, which 
was adopted by the Warsaw Pact states in Berlin in May 
1987, it is our goal to gradually change the strength and 
structure of the Armed Forces of our alliance in such a 
way that they are sufficient for defense but are not 
suitable for extensive attack operations. 


[Feichtinger] What is the concrete effect of this on the 
NVA? 


[Streletz] In order to give the NVA an even stricter 
defensive character, its structure and equipraent will be 
oriented mainly toward carrying out active defense oper- 
ations. Our motorized rifle units, for instance, will not 
have any tank regiments in the future. In addition, we 
have started to reduce the number and scope of our 
troops exercises. More than 200 maneuver observers 
from the CSCE signatory states, among them also offic- 
ers of the Austrian Army, have been able to convince 
themselves during six sets of maneuvers on GDR terri- 
tory that the military activities carried out do not pose a 
threat to any other state. 


[Feic stinger] You referred to the Warsaw Pact’s defense 
doctrine. Will the military doctrine also be “adjusted” in 
this connection? 


[Streletz] The goals and priaciples of the CDR military 
doctrine correspond completely to the joint military 
doctrine of the Warsaw Pact and, like it, it has a strictly 
defensive character. It is its supreme goal to do every- 
thing so that war will never again start from German soil. 


The defensive character of the GDR military doctrine 
has always been reflected by its political side, because it 
corresponds to the nature of socialism to work for the 
preservation and consolidation of peace. At present, the 
GDR Armed Forces and all other Armies of the Warsaw 
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Pact states are working on implementing even more the 
military-technical side of the joint defense doctrine in 
the national military doctrines and in military practice. 
[Feichtinger] Which role do the so-called hostile images 
play in the GDF. and its Armed Forces in connection 
with what you have just said? 


{Streletz] In their Berlin declaration on a joint military 
doctrine of May 1987 the Warsaw Pact states again 
stated clearly: “They do not consider any state or any 
people as their enemy.” Our countries do not have any 
territorial claims toward their neighbors and do not 
intend to force their social system, and their concept of 
freedom and democracy on other peoples. 
[Feichtinger] How does this affect a state which is in a 
special situation because of its location at the border line 
between the two military alliances and because of the 
existence of another German state? 


[Streletz] The GDR cannot and must not overlook the 
fact that to the West of its national border there are 
_ “ential forces, who, as our country’s highest repre- 
Ser..4. ve, Erich Honecker, stated, do not like the borders 
that developed as a result of World War II and of the 
postwar development. 


Therefore, we consider it our duty to make our citizens 
and soldiers aware of the dangers that emanate from this 
for them, their lives, and for the achievements accom- 
plished by our socizty through hard work and of what 
they can do agains: this with their work or during their 
service as soldier. In our view, this problem will become 
less important to the extent to which it is possible—as a 
result of the disarmament negotiations—to gradually 
eliminate military confrontation on the European conti- 
nent and strengthen mutual trust. 


[Feichtinger} Colonel General, while we are sitting her: 
and discussing disarmament and defensive military doc- 
trines, in the FRG the first use of nuclear missiles is 
being tested. Does the Wintex-Cimex command post 
exercise not give a GDR officer food for thought? 


[Streletz] If you studied our press, you will have noticed 
that we are paying a lot of attention to these problems 
because we think that these exercises that are carried out 
on FRG territory do not correspond to what the FRG 
Government keeps saying. These measures certainly do 
not help to build conficlence and further strengthen 
security. 

[Feichtinger] In addition to these exercises, the plans for 
modernizing the NATO nuclear arsenal are also causing 
concern. What is the GDR's reaction to this? 


[Streletz] Like many people in the European countries, 
our citizens and soldiers are observing with great con- 
cern the NATO efforts to equip its Armed Forces with 
new and ever more perfect weapons and to undo the 
successes achieved in the field of disarmament of inter- 
mediate-range missiles. They do not understand that, in 
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view of the peace initiatives of the socialist countries and 
the forthcoming Vienna disarmament talks, as well as 
contrary to the dem inds of broad circles of the popuia- 
tion, the disastrous arms race is being continued in the 
NATO states, and the FRG Government, for instance, 
rejects a renunciation of the modernization of short- 
range nuclear missiles. 


[Feichtinger] Which way would you choose? Which 
possibilities would you propose for dealings between the 
FRG and the GDR? 


[Streletz] Proceeding from the jointly set down view that 
war must never again start from German soil but only 
peace, Erich Honecker, the highest representative of the 
GDR, has made varied initiatives for the continuation of 
cooperation between the GDR and the FRG in the 
interest of the dynamic continuation of the process of 
detente and disarmament in Europe. 


In this connection he has affirmed on many occasions 
that the GDR advocates without any reservations a 
nuclear-free corridor, a chemical-weapons-free zone, and 
a zone of trust and security in central Europe. We think 
that regional steps will help to bring about far-reaching 
agreements, because they increase trust and security and 
are appropriate for reducing the fear of being threatened. 


[Feichtinger] What can the military officials do on both 
sides? How can they change their relationship? 


[Streletz] The offer presented by the GDR Defense 
Minister, Army General Kessler, to hold talks with FRG 
Defense Minister Scholz on issues of mutual interest 
point in the same direction. We have good relations with 
the Austrian Army, and the Armed Forces of Sweden 
and Switzerland, for example. A lively exchange of 
delegations is taking place in this sphere. 

So, why should this not be possible between the GDR 
and FRG? On the basis of the Stockholm document, 
there has been positive experience concerning the 
mutual observation of exercises between the two states, 
for example. 


We, for our part, would consider it worthwhile to extend 
this to other spheres, by initiating talks between the 
chiefs of military services, for example. We are ready to 
start such talks without preconditions. 


The invitation for Defense Minister Scholz is still valid. 
We hope that he will accept it one day because we see no 
reason why the two ministers should not discuss topical 
issues. Very often, it is easier to solve problems in 
persona! discussions. 


[Feichtinger] Apropos FRG: There have been strong 
protests among the population against low-altitude 
flights. What do you think of low-altitude flights? 

[Streletz] Jn the GDR, all flights—no matter by whom they 


are carried out—are subject to the aviation law. Flights at 
altitudes of 70 or 80 meters—like those in the FRG—are 
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altitude flights at all, we do them along the Baltic Sea. 


[Feichtinger] Colone] General, you mentioned relations 
with Austria, with the Austrian Army. What are they like? 


[{Streletz] Your country’s neutrality, its role as a host to 
various disarmament forums, as well as the deployment 
of contingents of the Austrian Army in UN peace- 
keeping forces meet with respect in the GDR. The 
contacts between the armies of our two states are part of 
the overall good relations between our countries. 


Due to the defensive character of our two armies, we 
have a lot in common. This finds its expression in, 
among other things, mutual visits on all levels. We are 
convinced that the contacts between the armies of our 
countries will be expanded in the interest of promoting 
confidence. 


HUNGARY 
Central Committee Secretary Fejti on ‘Military 
Diplomatic Activity’ 


LD2502044189 Budapest MTI in English 
2149 GMT 23 Feb 89 


[Text] Budapest, February 23 (MTI)}—“The HSWP is 
firmly against the Armed Forces’ and bodies’ being 
subjected to the fluctuations of daily politics...attacks 
against the Armed Forces and bodies should be rejected. 
The sober majority of society also shares this view,” 
stressed Gyorgy Fejti, secretary of the Hungarian Social- 
ist Workers’ Party Central Committee, at a meeting of 
representatives of the garrison troops and military orga- 
nizations of Szekesfehervar on Thursday [23 February]. 


Discussing the future of the Army, Mr Fejti stressed that 
the changes that have taken place in international poli- 
tics, military policy and military doctrines should be 
take into consideration for the developments. “We are 
keen to see the success and earliest possible realization of 
the new international way of thinking and military 
philosophy highlighted by the name of Mr Gorbachev. 
Therefore, we shall also be more active in our military 
diplomatic activity,” Mr Fejti stressed. 


POLAND 


Defense Minister Siwicki Queried on Military 
Structural Changes 

LD2702181989 Warsaw Television Service 

in Polish 1900 GMT 26 Feb 89 


[Interview with Polish Defense Minister Florian Siwicki 
by editor Marek Baranski; date, place not given— 
recorded] 


[Text] 


EAST EUROPE 


{[Baranski] At the beginning of January this year Army 
Genera! Florian Siwicki, minister of National Defense, 
gave PAP an interview in which he discussed a plan for 
extensive changes in the Polish Army as a consequence 
of the defense doctrine adopted as well as the intention 
to considerably reduce defense expenditures. In that 
interview the minister also promised to report to the 
public more o‘ten on the Polish Army, on life in the 
Army. That is why I asked for this conversation. 


[Siwicki] Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. 


{Baranski] General, it has been nearly 2 months. Can you 
tell us any more details of the planned structural changes 
in our Armed Forces? 


[Siwicki] As is generally known, the military is an organi- 
zation set up to perform strictly defined tasks connected 
with ensuring the state's security. By and large, the struc- 
ture has always been, is, and will remain a function, on the 
one hand, of the extent to which the state and its defense 
are threatened and, on the other, of the state’s economic 
resources as well as the principles of the binding war 
doctrine. These factors mean that the Polish Army has 
never been and will never be a permanent organization. 
We always try to react to changing conditions in order to 
meet the requirements of the rcal situation. 


Taking into consideration favorable developments in the 
international situation—especially in the sphere of 
threats to the state and the growing peaceful trends in 
Europe—we have again taken up the process of restruc- 
turing our armed forces. I do not have to stress that 
Poland, like other Warsaw Pact sta.cs—is vitally inter- 
ested in strengthening peaceful trends. Our concrete 
contribution to the current disarmament dialogue, to 
increasing trust between the Warsaw Pact and NATO, is 
to publish data on our Armed Forces and reduce the 
military potential and level of military expenditures. 
This is also a confirmation of the proposals included in 
the Jaruzelski Plan. 


As I said in my January statement, the favorable trends 
in the international situation, as well as in the country's 
economic situation, make it possible at the same time 
inspire us to emphasize our defense doctrine. Starting 
with such 29 assessment, the National Defense Commit- 
tee last November made the well-known decision on 
issues concerning defense and the Armed Forces. This 
decision is the basis for the intensive work now being 
done in the Defense Ministry's main offices. This work 
has resulted in a specific plan for changes in the Armed 
Forces. The main point can be briefly expressed as 
follows: to have exactly the capacity which is really 
indispensable, but at the same time to manage it better 
and more effectively. This is a principle which we have 
applied in our work for many years. 


{Baranski] General, what specific changes can we expect? 
I understand that the Polish Army is entering a stage of 
intensive restructuring. 
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[Siwicki] Yes, but before I answer this question | would 
like to remind you that we are not just starting to reduce 
the Army now. In «> past 2 years we have reduced the 
Army by 15,000 sold.ers and many hundreds of units of 


However, to return to your question: At present, we are 
really starting a complex and very responsible 2-year 
reorganization of the Army. Another two divisions will 
be dismantled [rozformowane]: the 2d and the 15th 
Mechanized Divisions. The manning level of the 10th 
and 16th Armored Divisions will be fundamentally 
reduced. A new structure will be gradually introduced in 
all divisions. The organizational form and the military 
equipment will meet the requirements of modern 
defense activities. 


We are also dismantling [rozformujemy] a dozen or so 
armored, 


and road and rail units will be transformed into civil 
defense formations. 


I would like, sir, to take this opportunity to explain that 
those new civil defense formations will be carrying out 
production and service tasks, primarily for the national 
economy but also including the performance of services 
in hospitals. 


Changes will also occur in the organizational system of 
military training, | mentioned this in January also. I will 
give an example: We are ing to combine the Acad- 
emy of the General Staff of the Polish Army and Military 
Political Academy to create a National Defense Acad- 
emy. The integration of some higher officer colleges with 
related educational programs is envisioned. Likewise, we 
intend to proceed in relation to warrant officer schools as 
well as centers of training for military specialists. The 
gene'‘al number of colleges and centers will be reduced by 
one-third. 


[Baranski] As | understand, General, you are talking 
about changes on the lower levels. What about the 
headquarters, the command centers, and the Army's 
plans? 


[Siwicki] It is difficult to imagine that we could stop the 
reorganization at Warsaw's boundaries or at the front 


air force units into a single armed force. Restructuring, 
however, is not simply a mechanical reduction or the 


‘e Army and in the national econ- 
omy, and the o; xploitation of buildings freed for 
other uses. 


ment, and several other units will be dismantied. I invite 
representatives of the mass media; I invite you, sir... 


{Earanski, interrupting] Thank you very much. 


[Siwicki] ...and also representatives of the defense atta- 
che corps accredited to Poland so that you can convince 
yourselves of the credibility of our actions on the sport, 
the place where the units will be dismantled. 


(Baranski] What results will this reorganization carried 
out in the next 2 years bring” 


[Siwicki] The results will be significant and maybe even 
great. That is how I would like to describe it. Our Armed 
Forces will be decreased during this period by 40,000 
soldiers; around 850 tanks, 900 cannons and mortars, 
700 armored personne! carriers, 80 combat planes, many 
various types of military technology will be withdrawn. 
This is quite a lot and you could probably even say it is 
very great, insofar as | evaluate this. On the other hand, 
I am interested in what the possibilities are for using this 
equipment in the national economy. This is a compli- 
cated problem. We will be guided by the principle that 
nothing may be wasted. Some of the technology of the 
dissolved and reorganized units will be passed on to 
other units and sub-units. In this way we will reduce the 
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demand for new items. Most of the equipment. the most 
worn out, will be scrapped and after the removal of 
usable sub-assemblies will be given to the steel industry. 
A significant part will finds its way into the national 
economy. 


I can imagine a series of possibilities arising here. We are 
examining them and thinking that our Army and civilian 
specialists will find the most efficient and beneficial 
solutions for the national economy. This, of course, 
applies to specialized equipment. On the other hand, 
there is no problem with the various kinds of vehicies. 
We operate repair workshops that will, via limited ten- 
ders, be made available mainly to farmers. It is a fact 
that several dozen planes of the older generation, after 
their weapons were removed, were sold last year to the 
payments zone {hard currency] for nonmilitary pur- 
poses; that is what I presume. Simultaneously, the Army 
(?can sell) a tank, (?and albeit) in small measure, supple- 
ment the state budget with hard currency. 


[Baranski] These changes that you speak of will create 
opportunities to use the free productive capacities in the 
defense industry. What are these opportunities? 


[Siwicki] I would like to once more recall that the defe..se 
industry in Poland is not at the disposal of the defense 
minister but of the industry minister. For my part, I can 
only report that we have reduced orders for military 
equipment; in fact, we will allow part of the productive 
capacity in defense industry enterprises to be reoriented 
toward producing goods needed by the market and the 
national economy. 


The defense industry has good—I vould even say excel- 
lent—technical personnel and by its nature has at its 
disposal many modern and has a high 


degree of technological discipline; in other words it 
stands for high quality production. I think that these 
factors are good grounds for using the freed production 
capacities in the national economy, improving market 
supplies, and making us feel more satisfied. This is not, 
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however, a simple matter, it will require time-consuming 
technical processes and organizational activities in many 
spheres, but I think that all this will be coped with by our 
efficient cadres. 

[Baranski] General, a final question which I have to ask 
you as defense minister. Our historical experience is 
tragic. Will the restructuring of the Army, as mentioned 
by you, not affect Poland's defense capabilities? 


[Siwicki] This is a good question; such fears could arise. 
We know well that although the threat to peace is 
decreasing, nevertheless it still exists. | mentioned at the 
beginning that military potential is the result of the real 
and predicted international situation. We remember this 
when making any decisions about structural changes in 
our Armed Forces. 

Apart from that, we will maintain armies in such num- 
bers and we will ensure they have such equipment as will 
really be indispensible at a given stage to guarantee 
Poland's security in the framework of the allies defensive 
system of the Warsaw Pact. Apart from that, does “less” 
have to mean only worse and weaker? Less today and in 
the future, in military service and on guard, shouid and 
will mean more efficiently, more effectively, more eco- 
nomically. 

{Baranski] Thank you very much for this interview. 
[Siwicki] Thank you. 


Opole 13th Tank Regiment To Be Disbanded 
LD0203080289 Warsaw Television Service in Polish 
1500 GMT 1 Mar 89 


[Text] Warsaw Pact countries are reducing the troop 
strength of their armies and a number of weapons. The 
so-called disbandment also concerns the 10th Sudety 
Armored Division in Opole. The 13th tank regiment of 
the division is to be disbanded. In this connection, a 
solemn assembly will be held on Saturday that will be 
attended by 14 military attaches from various countries, 
including the United States, the Soviet Union, Great 
Britain, and Korea [not further specified]. 
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SDI's ‘Defensive’ Character Denied 
52000027 Moscov; ZNAMENOSETS in Russian No 2, 
Feb 89 p 31 


[Article by Major General V. Belous, candidate of tech- 
nical sciences: “Space in the Pentagon's Plans”) 


[Text] A good deal has been said and written about “Star 


yes, “initiative”’—undoubtedly, regarding 
“defense” —that is for the naive. In regard to the delen- 
sive nature of the SDI it is appropriate to recall the 
words of Friedrich Engels to the effect that if a shoe 
brush is <ategorized as a mammal this does not mean 
that it will grow mammary glands. 


What are the goal: of the SDI? Western observers note 
three main factors. The first goal of the U.S. military 
space program consists in the desire to gain decisive 


sure, in the age of “new political thinking 
been a re-evaluation of previous concepts for conducting 
nuclear war. In a joint high-level announcement in 


States—whether it be nuclear or conventional.” 


But it is not easy to stop the pendulum of the arms race. 
The production of material means of conducting warfare 
is continuing. The second task of SDI, which will most 
likely remain an important factor in the foreign and 
domestic policy of the U.S. ruling circles, is to provide an 
immense amount of steady profit for the arms manufac- 
turers and the military-industrial complex, that “state 
within a state.” Under the conditions in the United 
States, and in other imperialist countries as well, the 
arms race long ago became a well adjusted mechanism 
for redistributing the country’s national wealth in favor 
of the powers that be. By using various military pro- 
grams to take billions of dollars out of the pockets of the 


SOVIET UNION 15 


citizens for “national security,” they direct the flow of 
gold into the safes of the real masters of the Western 
world—the owners of large commpanies and banks. 


Compare, for example, the cost of the future “Star Wars” 
system with that of the current models of arms. Accord- 
ing to the authontative opinion of an eminent Amencan 
scientist, the Nobel prize winner H. Bethe, for one 


The third factor is that they are counting on SDI to help 
drag the Soviet Union into am exhausting space arms 
race. They say that this will require immense military 
expenditure which will deal am appreciable blow to the 
Soviet economy. Certain US. circles are convinced that 
our country must lose in a decisive stage of the arms race 
and this will be a defeat of the USSR “before the first 
shot.” The “hawks” of the milita’y-industnial complex 


Recently the unrestrained optimism of “Star Wars” 
proponents in the United States has diminished some- 
what. And it is not simply that Reagan, who s‘ood by the 
cradle of the creation of the SDI, has left ‘he White 
House. Even under the previous administratio1 congress 
cut by almost 10 billion dollars the sum of expenditures 
earmarked for research within the framework pf the SDI 
during the next 5 years. 


Pragmatic Americans have begun to re-evaluate their 
values. Congressmen are also beginning to listen to the 
opinions of scholars and representatives of the public. 
And the conclusions of specialists are simple: SDI in the 
form in which it was conceived “will not be created in 
the foreseeable future.” This is the conclusion reached by 
scientists who prepared a special 900-page report on 
assignment from the bureau of technological evaluations 
of the U.S. Congress. 


On an order from the Pentagon a plan has been drawn up 
for the development of antimussile defense as early as the 
middie of the nineties which is based on the utilization of 
nuclear weapons. Here it is planned to destroy Soviet 
missiles in the startup section using 11,000 nuclear 
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they are to use 10,000 earth-based mussiles. The 
echelon of antimissile defense will have 3,000 
based interceptors that attack the target with 
at low altitudes. 


was speaking about creating the “absolute” weapon. But 
the history of war convincingly shows that an “absolute” 
weapon is as much of an absurdity as the “eternal” 
engine. 

In his speeches M. S. Gorbachev has repeatedly empha- 


sized that the SDI does not frighten us militarily and our 
response will be cffective, although not at all what 


come out with a bold program for saving humankind 
from the threat of nuclear destruction and has filled it 
with concrete content. But the noiorious SDI is a signif- 
icant obstacle on the path to its implementation. The 
future will show whether the political and military lead- 
ership of the United States is able to reject this danger- 
ous idea in favor of peace. 


‘First Strike’ Role for U.S. B-2 
18010345a Moscow SELSKAYA ZHI 
10 Jan 89 p 2 


[Article by A. Pokrovov: “To Where Will the B-2 Fly?”] 


[Text] Aerial refueling has been carried out. Behind are 
hours of flight over the ocean; Europe is below. Early 
warning radar stations should notice the large airplane, 
with its widespread wings. But the radar screens are 
clear. There are only slight reflections of an unknown 
nature. This is the super-secret B-2 “Stealth” super- 
bomber. It is an invisible airplane. And it is flying to 

the mobile missile launchers and strategic and 
tactical facilities of the presumed enemy. 


aye ye py “Stealth” operates thus only 

on paper. But, only so far. As U.S. NEWS AND 
WORLD REPORT states, the first test flight is planned 
for early 1989. The long years of developments behind 
the super-secret locks of U. S. Air Force laboratories and 
hangars cost the military department $200 billion. The 
B-2 became the second aircraft, following the F-117A 
fighter, made with the use of “Stealth” technology, a 
technology for manufacturing aircraft that are difficult 
to intersect by radar. 


i’ in Russian 
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The operating principle of modern radars was taken into 
account in creating the bomber. Their ground transmit- 
ter sends radio waves toward the aircraft, and a receiver 
at the same location fixes the bears reflected from the 
object, turning them into a picture on the radar screen. 
Aircraft from the “Stcalth” family are designed so that 
radio waves are not reflected from their fuselages, but are 
absorbed, or directed away from the receiver. For this 
purpose, the “Stealth” is made out of non-metallic 
construction, with the use of epoxy resins. The surface of 
the fuselage is cellular, reserabling honeycombs (suci\ an 
outer casing absorbs waves, and does not reflect them). 
Moreover, fuel tanks and all weapons are not suspended, 
but are concealed beneath the skin of the bomber. It has 
accessories for protection against infrared tracking and 
guidance devices. The noise radiation and overall visi- 
bility of the bomber have been reduced. 


The B-2 “Stealth” justifies its name, which in translation 
means “stealthy” [kradushchiysya]. On the radar screen 
it looks like a large bird (eagle or heron). By comparison, 
a human figure is 100 times more noticeable, and a 
passenger jet aircraft 10,000 times so. 


The U. S. miltary-industrial complex cannot conceal its 
satisfaction. A new spiral in the arms race is approach- 
ing, which they calculate will weaken the USSR, after the 
U. S. has plunged into the next hysteria of military 
expenditures. In order to create a mew generation of 
radars, capable of “seeing” the B-2, the Soviet Union 
will require gigantic capital investments, and years of 
esearch. The Pentagon demands more and more funds 
for the B-2 project from the U. S. Congress, and has also 
obtained the approval of newly elected President George 
Bush. The estimated price of the innovation—$500 
million per plane (twice as much as the cost of the B-1-B 
Strategic bomber, its predecessor}—does not frighten 
military industry officials, but gladens them. Each 
F-117A “Stealth” fighter plane is also costly—$100 
million. 


The Pentagon does not regret the monetary cost, assur- 
ing Americans that the B-2 is a dcfensive weapon, 
created to defend the U. S. from Soviet missiles. This is 
not a new slogan. The American military even calls the 
star wars program defensive. However, the same maga- 
zine, U.S. NEWS AND WORLD REPORT, cites the 
opinion of American scientists, speaking in favor of 
curbing the arms race, who are convinced that the B-2 
“Stealth” has been created exclusively to make a first 
strike against the USSR. 


Nor was the moment at which the “hawks” removed the 
mantle of secrecy from the “bomber of the 21st century” 
accidental. The USSR and the United States, in accor- 
dance with the treaty, are destroying intermediate- and 
shorter-range missiles. A positive dialogue is underway, 
which is sowing hope and optimism in people, and the 
Pentagon again threateningly brandishes its weapons, 
demonstrating its novelty. 











shells or containers. It is clear that if one fails to calculate 
weapons quantities this wey, one can then invent all 
kinds of figures and distort the real state of affairs. 


waiting for Washington's first step—in other words, the 
publication of the quantities of U.S. chemical weapons. 
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FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY 


Defense Minister Scholz on CFE Talks: Urges 
Seviet Cuts 

AU0603 194189 Munich SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG 

in German 6 Mar 89 p 13 


[Article by Defense Minister Rupert Scholz: “On the 
Vienna Negotiations on Conventional Armed Forces; 
“The Side That Has More Has To Eliminate More”™] 


each other in Europe, both will not be able to influence 
the situation in the other superpower's sphere of power 


which is valued at 15 to 17 percent of the gross 
social product (more than five times our expenditure, and 
there are many who think that ours is high), as arms 
madness or folly and, thus, relegating them to the sphere of 
irrationality means taking an all too casy way out. 
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rattling is enough to break political resistance and imple- 
ment one’s own mierests at pieasurc—this is all the 
easier the greater one’s own inviolability and the smaller 
the West Europeans’ inviolability is. So far, all Western 
governments and all major political groups, not only in 
the North Atlantic Alliance, have agreed to this assess- 
ment. Today, even official voices from the Soviet Union 
confirm this assessment. 


How Has the West Reacted to This Strategy? 


consumption and social issues, and caused an economic 
decline without resulting in the success of foreign policy 
goals. This understanding was at the root of the current 
reforms: If the current military spending is maintained it 
will be impossible to r-form the Soviet economy. Thus, 
“new thinking” has led to a revision of foreign policy 
vis-a-vis the United States: Security is no longer 





Yet, conventional stability has so far not been in the USSR's 
interest, which was proven by the failure of the Vienna 
Mutual and Balanced Force Reduction Talks, which were 
suspended recently. However, we must not get discouraged 
by this. After all, the Western alliance has developed a plan 
for negotiations with which we can approach the talks with 
optimism. We are firmly convinced that this plan does 
justice to the interests of both sides. 


t | 
7 
i 


When Brezhnev became general 
the Red Army had less than 3.3 million 
t had 140 divisions with 35,000 tanks. At the 


To define and restrict the issue of the talks according to 
location, nature, and que"tity. Those who want to achieve 
everything at once ask too much of themselves and of 
others. There is far-reaching agreement on this issue. 


To achieve an equal level in the categories that have been 
agreed upon. The side that has more has to eliminate 
actions by the West would threaten this process. 


‘alistic ; 
not least the USSR's readiness to adopt Western posi- 
tions, that this will be the case. 


However, there is still a long way to go. What is required 
is readiness for compromise, solidarity with the alliance, 








JPRS-TAC39-010 
14 March 1989 


Reaction to U.S. Plan To Remove Chemical 
Weapons Before 1992 


Statement by Spokesman Ost 
LD0603 144789 Hamburg DPA in German 
1403 GMT 6 Mar 89 


[Text] Bonn (DPA)}—The United States intends to 
remove its chemical weapons stored in the FRG ahead of 


Kohl Interviewed on Move 
AU0603201189 Mainz ZDF Television Network 
in German 1800 GMT 6 Mar 89 


[Interview with FRG Chancellor Helmut Kohl by ZDF 
reporter Peter Eligaard in Bonn on 6 March—recorded] 


[Text] [Kohl] Permit me to remind you that at the 1986 
World Economic Summit in Tokyo, President Ronald 
Reagan and | agreed on the United States withdrawing 
the chemical weapons that have been stored in the FRG 
by 1992. This was often doubted here. Now Presiden: 
Bush has ordered an examination of whether this with- 


take place for technical reasons, will be successful; and I 
do hope—I do not want to say any more now—that the 


WEST EUROPE 


1992 deadline. This is an old desire of FRG policy. It 
means the fulfillment of a promise by our American 
friends. This step is unilateral and I hope that the other 
side, the USSR, will carry out this step in its sphere. 
[Eligaard) Mr Chancellor, i is well known that the 
Americans already have a new generation of chemical 
weapons, the so-called binary weapons, the deployment 
of which is still open. What about these? 

[Kohl] I do not think this is a reievant topic for us. I do 
not intend to agree to the deployment of such weapons. 


[Eligaard}] More generally, what do you think the chances 
are that a universal ben on chemical weapons will be 


the FRG Government, I myself—we will do everything 
to make these weapons disappear, because we do not 
need them. 


Koh! Comments Further 
LD0603 184889 Hamburg DPA in German 
1809 GMT 6 Mar 89 


[Excerpts] Vienna, (DPA)—Diplomats, 
cials, and scientists from the 35 states of the Conference 
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Tuesday at a mecting of the CSCE foreign ministers in 
Vienna. The conference is to be held at the “Foundation 
for Politics and Science” in Ebenhausen, near Munich. 
[passage omitted} 


The Bonn foreign minster asked that at the forthcoming 
Vienna disarmament negotiations a situation be crested 
in which no state has more weapons at its disposal than 
are necessary for self-defense. 


He welcomed the announcement by 
George Bush yesterday that he will consider the speedy 
withdrawal of U.S. chemical weapons from the Federal 
Republic. Genscher said this was a “significant further 
unilateral” disarmament step. 


U.S. President 


CDU/CSU's Ruehe Urges USSR To Withdraw 
CW Arms from GDR, 

LD0703101689 Hamburg DPA in German 

0006 GMT 7 Mar 89 


[Text] Hamburg, (DPA)}—Volker Ruche, deputy chairman 
of the CDU/CSU Bundestag group, appealed to the Soviet 
Union on Tuesday to spell out clearly when and to what 
extent it will withdraw and destroy its chemica: weapons 
from the GDR and Czechoslovakia. In that way the Soviet 


With the announcement by U.S. Secretary of State James 
Baker to withdraw ahead of schedule chemical weapons 





can be retracted at any time.” According to Ehmke, this 
is what will really happen: “Obsolete poison grenades 


agreement 
reached with the United States. Dregger said that in talks 
in 1985 with the then Secretary of Defense Wei 
he had been promised that the obsolete chemical weap- 
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expressed doubts about its word. He sasd that the Uarted 
States has set an example which should be followed in 


[“his.” report: “CSU Promises To Back Scholz™] 

[Text] Bonn—The Christian Social Union [CSU] Land 

Group has promised to back Defense Minister Scholz in 

jecting a third zero option. During the 1atio 
as 


ducing them need not be made before 1990. 


FRANCE 


for CFE Talks 
in French 
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context.” And Soviet Ambassador Nazarkin emphasized 
in a press conference that any attempt to read such a 
connection between the lines of the declaration had no 
foundation. 


And so the Arabs were conceded only a few watered 
down sentences which—as Syria noted ironically—hope 
for “the continuation of an effective process of disarma- 
ment” and underline “the need to achieve a general and 
complete disarmament under international control.” 


That was the maximum thai Algeria, Egypt, Tunisia, and 
Syria were able to get, and in the declarations that 
preceded and followed the “approval by consensus” of 
the final act (accepted and signed without reservation by 
all the 49 countries present in Paris) the Arabs has to grin 
and take it as they weighed the pros and cons of voting 


Nevertheless, some manifested their dissent. The Iranian 
pointed out that, after all, the document “does not reflect 
at all the reasons for having called this Conference;” and 
the Iraqis, once again the target of Khomzini’s officers, 
this time kept quiet, but expressed their disappointment 
by launching a short warning: Minister Tarik Aziz said, 
“After all, the Paris Conference is certainly not the last 
chance to continue a battle along lines which have barely 
been open.” 


Looking at the six points of the final act, everyone 
should, nevertheless, be satisfied. 


The rich and technologically developed North was abie 
to keep chemical and nuclear weapons in two separate 
baskets, and the United States (challenging a bit what 
was after all the spirit of the Conference) declared that 
they will continue the production of even more advanced 
systems. The Soviet Union specified that for now it has 
no intention of eliminating its entire chemical weapon 
arsenal. 


The South, in turn, played on the ambiguity of having to 
guarantee its security with any weapon at its disposal, 
protesting against any provision that would have pre- 
vented the development of its chemical sector. 


If the South has obtained a point in its favor it was 
because it had available an international platform and 
forum which, like it or not, showed in all its realities (also 
thanks to the horrifying photographic documentation 
distributed by the Iranian errand-boys) that the existence 
of a linkage between systerns of mass destruction of 
chemical and nuclear nature can be negated but not 


ignored. 


And the final declaration could not but implicitly recog- 
nize this fact when it sustains the “unanimous determi- 
nation to prevent the recourse to chemical weapons and 
condemn their use”’, but in the context of a “total process 
of disarmament.” 
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But it can’t do any more than to invite the parties to 
“sign a treaty in the shortest possible time” giving the 
UN “full powers to control this process of disarmament 
by intervening against all violations.” 

The countries present in Paris express, on the other 
hand, their “concern for the threat to peace and interna- 
tional security caused by the presence and proliferation 
of chemical weapons.” Until there is an accord which 
would forbid all uses of chemical weapons, the document 
can nevertheless, express an exhortation to all countries 


“to act responsibly by abiding to the objectives of the 
final act of the Conference.” 


Commenting on the results of this reunion, Foreign 
Minister Andreotti pointed out that, in spite of the 
positions taken during the debates, the real outcome will 
only be known in Geneva at the negotiating table for 
chemical weapons. Nazarkin explained that the main 
obstacle to these negotiations was the lack of directives 
on the part of many delegations; this difficulty may be 
overcome from the momentum gained by the Paris 
Conference. 


In a sequence of declarations the United States, the 
Soviet Union, and all the other Western nations 
expressed their satisfaction for the achievements of the 
Conference. 


On the other hand, there was silence on the part of the 
Arabs who disappeared immediately after the final act 
were read in the hall. Maybe Aziz was right: Paris has 
only opened up a road, and only later we shall see how 
this road will be taken by the countries which have 
crowded the halls of UNESCO these days for a debate 
that probably did not satisfy all expectations. 


NORWAY 


Editorial Calis CFE Talks ‘Extremely Significant 
for Norway’ 

52002415 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwegian 

3 Feb 89 p 2 


(Editorial: “A Challenge for Norway”] 


[Text] Serious propaganda—that’s what people this week 
aptly called Moscow's display of detailed lists of figures 
for military troops in Europe. This is the first time the 
Russians have made use of their new openness on such 
issues: The figures are broken down for individual coun- 
tries in East and West, including figures for Norway's 
Armed Forces. There is reason to take Moscow’s figures 
seriously, even if on many points they deviate from the 
data NATO submitted in November. Categories for the 
various weapon types do not match, and in the commo- 
tion surrounding a new round of negotiations the Rus- 
sians are also taking their bargaining tactics into 
account. Propaganda is present, too. 
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The Russians’ initiative differs from NATO's on one 
particularly important point. Despite the explicit agree- 
ment of East and West to keep naval forces out of the 
Vienna talks on “conventional stability” in Europe, 
Moscow has included naval forces in its lists. This shows 
that the Soviet Union has not really abandoned its 
attempt to drag naval forces into the perhaps crucial 
political tug of war surrounding the negotiations. 


For the Atlantic Alliance and especially for Norway, 
vulnerable in location and dependent on naval support, 
it is very important to note the Soviets’ long-term 
intention. We should remind the Soviets of the built-in 
military advantage they have in their alliance: the Soviet 
lines of communication are considerably shorter than 
NATO’s and run overland. 


WEST EUROPE 


The remaining dissimilarities in figures can probably be 
sorted out in Vienna, and it is grounds for optimism that 
the Russians admit their great superiority not only in 
tanks but also in number of launchpads—the ratio is 
1608 to 136—for tactical missiles. 


For Norway the negotiations in Vienna are an extremely 
significant challenge. Very few people seem to realize 
that this is in fact the first time since the war that we 
have been full-fledged participants in substantial disar- 
mament talks which also encompass our own territory. 
Well-intended phrases and assurances of goodwill will no 
longer be enough. We must be up to date in technical 
know-how and political assessment in order to achieve a 
disarmament which does not create new ambiguity and 
increased uncertainty but which helps us reach our real 
goal: greater security with fewer weapons. 
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